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“We must decline to assume the
funections of a grand jury. or attempt
to perform the duty of the court in
investigating tha conduct of its offi-
cers, “was held to be contemptuaous.
211 P. 3:9. .

In re Terry, 36 Fod. 419 an extreme
case, for charginyg the court with hav-
ing oeen brhed. reaistine
from tha court room by the marsha:
acting under an order from the bench
and using aousive language. ona of
the defendants was sent to jail for
thirty days and the other for six
months, Judge .erry, who had not
made any accusation ageinst the
court scught release and to be pure-
e of the contempt by a sworn petit-
ion in which he alleged that in the
transaction he did not have the slight-
est idea of showing any disrespect to
the court. [t was held that this counld
not avail or relieve him and it was
said:

“The law imputes an intent to =c-

remeoval

guilty of contempt commlittea in tho
face of the court, notwithstanding a
disavqwal of .disrespectful, intention,
A fine of 8200 was imposad witn an al-
ternative of servipg ip.all. .. .. ..
The Chief Justice speaking-for the
enurt in State v. Morrill, 16 Ark. 210
mid: ol ol
“If it was the general babit of the
commuity to danounce, degrade. and
digreg the decisions and judzments
of the rta. no man of self-respec
and just’ pride of renuta HHn waal re-
main upon.the vench. and such oaly
would h e tae mijnisters of -the
law as insensible to defamatian
and contempt. But haonily .for the
good ovder of society, men, an espec-
faily the people of this counfry. are
generally disposed. . to respert  and
abide the decisions of the tribunals
ordained by government as the eom-
mon arbiters of their  rights. But
whera isolated individuals, jn viola
tion of the better imstinets of human

complish the natural result of one’s
acts, and, when thosg acts are of &
erir’nal nature, it #ill not aceept,
against sueh implication the denial ot
the transgressor. N6 one would be
safe if a denial or a wrongful or erimi-
ral intent would suffice to realese the
violator from the punishment due in
his offenses.”

the decisirns of the four courts nam- | 'ibg matier is being litigated is en-
ed including the bighest in the land titlel to receive from every attornev
with nineteen justiees econcurring. | in the case corteous and respectful
nevertheless it was entirely inappro-| freatment. A failure to extend this
prizte tn male the stalement in brief. | couriesy and respeciful treatment is

It he reallv belfeved or knew of | a failure of duty: and it mav he sc
facts. to sustaip the charge he made | ET0SS A dereliciion as to warrant the
he ought to have heen aware that the | evercise of the power to pnnish for
purpose of such & document is to en- | contempt.

lichten the conrt in rezard tn the| It is so that in every case where a
contrelling facts and the law, and | judge decides for one party,, he de-
convinee by argnment, and not to | cides against anciher: and oftimes
abuse and vilite, and that this econrt | hoth rarties are hafara hand canglle
is not endowed with nowar to hear |confident and sangunine. The disap-

or determine charges impeaching its [ peintment, therefcre, is great, and it
Justices. On the ctuer band if he |is ne* in kumarc naters that thee
did not believe the aeccusation and | should he other than bitter feeling
made it with a re<ire to mislead, in- | which often renctes to the judee ac
timidate or swerve from duty the | the cange of the supposed wrong. A

In an application for a writ of ha-
hess corpns growing out of that case.
Justice Harlan, speaking for the Su-
areme econrt of the United States said:

“We have seen that it is a settled
lnetrine in the inrisprudence both of
England and of this country, never
suposed to be in conflict with the lib-
erty of the citizens, that for direct
~ontempt committed in the face of
the eourt, at least ome of superior

liseretion, be instantly apprehended
nd immediately imprisoned, withont
irial or issue, and without other proof
han its actual knowledge of what oc-
unved: and that according to an un-
hroken chain of authorices, reaching
wack to the earliest times. such pow-

Conrt in fis . ecision. the statement | ‘tdze. therefore. ought tn be patiert | or, altnough arbitrary in its nature
wonld be the more censurable. So|3nd tolerate evervining that arnears | 1nd liable to abuse, is absolutely es-
that taking nit,e- v'ew. whather re. | hut the momen‘ars nuthreak nf die | sential to the prot2c”ion of the
spondent hbelieved or disbelievad the | "nnnipnt=nont. A cnrand thought wil' | -curts in the discharge of their func-
einons charge he made, such lan- | zenerally make 2z party ashamed o l-‘.o'ﬂs. Without it  udeiial

guade fs unwarrantad and contemp- snch an ovthreak. 8o an  attorney womld be_at the mercy of the diror-

tious. The wuty of an attorney in <~me'imes, thinking it a mark of ia-

derly and violent, who respect meither

jurisdiction, the offender may in ifts’

nature. and .gisregardful of law and
order, wontanly aitempt to obstruct
1ae coursa of public justice by disre-
garding and exciting, disrespect for
the decisions of its trihima s, every
good citizen will point them out as
proper subjects for lezal anmadver-
asion.

A gourt must naturaily look lr%:.ro'
an enlightened and consarvative )
governed by a high sense of profes .
sional ethics and deeply sensible, 2 g
| they always are, of its necessity (o
! aid in the maintenance of public r es.
! pect for its opinions.”

In Somers v. Torrey, 5 Paige C'a 84
28 Am. D. 411, it was held that tT,e at-
tornevyw ho put his hand to scan’ Jalous
and impertinent matter stood °azainst
the comniainant and one not a party
to the suit is'liaple to.the ce fsure of
the. court and chargeadle with the
cost of the nroceedings to Pave it ex-
punged from the record.

In State v. Grsithe,il 1 A Am. 183,
| the court held that it co'nld not con-
| sisfently with its duty rexceive a briet
j expressed in disrespectful language.
| and ordered the clerk Yo take it from
; the files.

| Referring fc the rights of ¢onrts to

tribunals | 1 inisl for (contembe. - BAackterd. T in

State v. Tipton, 1 Blaskf. 166, said:
“Thin great power is entrusted to

said that he had no intention tn be
disrespectful or contemptuous, but he! Co. School fund, Dist. 2
aiso earpestly contepded that the.lan-
‘Buage charzed agasinsst him and which
he admitted naving wsed was not dis-
Im . “'—:

ly in error.

The duty of courts in maciers of
this kind is iadead an unpleazant ona
such at !east it bas awa;s appaared Special building
to me.- Yer it must sometimes:

done,

Trerefcre, I ecncur in the conelv-
sion reached and in the order stated|
!ui the opimon of Juatice Talbot. to-
wit: |

“it s orared that the effcmzive net-

Nevada Business

Risks written ........... none
{ Prenilimhs received ..... 20,085

l[::m rld E v ) i S I R 198 48
8eg incurred ........ R631 60 Co Schoal Dist 2 1
A & SMITH, seeretary.” |7 2777 DI T T
The Sierys Nevada mining company Ceo. Schosl Dist fund 4, library
recelved $2.152.47 frem lemsers opar-| 1Tt ok
ating on Cedar MiN dwring the mensh | °00 i ek
. K. B. VAN RTTEN

of Februany.

he

Losses incurred’ ..., .5 <1,009,644 §1

| Co. School Fund. Dist. %.....388 9§
”.

l Co. School fund Dist. 3
1(30 Schoo! Fund Dist. §......2¢ 08

coutemptunns -« In the State School fumd, Dist. 1..2605 08
last coniention, [ (nink he was plain-| Staie school fund, Dist 2...160 08

...120 80
...165 09

| State School find, dist.3
| State School fund, INst 4

School library, No.
| Total

Re pitulation.
Cash in Treasury October 1905

e s e me s LR

Receipts from Oct. 1lst to Dec

ition be stricken from the files. that. 30 1905 21054 00%
respondeat stand. - reprimanded and | ... _ e
warned_and «bat he pay the costs of | Disbursements tt-'om Oct. 1st
thizs presmeding. s to Dec 30, 1905 ........ 21968 5"1&
Fitzgersid ¢ |, Balonce cash in County Treas.
—00— c January 1, 1906........ 29108 778
NNUAL STATEME H. DIETERICH,
s "y County Auditor;
31 L Recapitulation
Of “The Contimental Casualty Company  State fund ........ o 3 86
or "r:lm:l.i"‘ g;:i'lﬂl- - General fund ...... S 6017 831,
Gene ce, cago, lills,
€ Sapital (paid up) ...... $ 30000 0H S.alnr?' Mgl oocsvms W '2125 L
R 0 oos e s 1.708,611 28 | Co. School fund ...... +o»+-3248 T2
Liabillties, exclusive of> capi- ., |Co. Schood Dist. 1, fund..763R 2215
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et Income ist. 2 M z
e A S 165 5i b | O chool Dist. & Fund.. . .- k9928 %
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Expenditures State School Dist. 2, fund..... 7T 5
Losses ........... .... 99394 ¥ |giate School Dist. 2. fund...271 39
Dividends ........ wedaan 16,500 08 State School Dist. 3. T 1 271 @&
Other expenditures ... 1113131 64 — c SCHO0 sy RN MR A
Total expenditures, 1905 2123536 4> State School Dist 4, fund...... 19 2»
} Business 1905 Agl. Assn. Fund A......... 630 82y
gir:l:?i written. Perversiien ‘:Et-l‘:"i_l. Agl. Assn Fund, B..o.occaiaas 85 86%
R 5 8 A ol 2,633.875 < Azl. Assn Fund Special...1918 ¥
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21,968 59%

... 40023 36%

13735 90%
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